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APPELANTS' REPLY BRIEF 

(37 C.F.R. §41.41) 

This is in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed 20 January 2011. It is noted that the 
Examiner's Answer mailed 20 January 201 1 is exactly the same as the prior Examiner's Answer 
mailed 15 April 2008 but for the inclusion of the status of the After Final Amendments made by 
Applicant on 13 February 2007, the corrected Advisory Action of 8 March 2007 and the IDS form 
1449 indicating references that have been considered by the Examiner. 

In view of the above, the arguments made by the Applicant in the Reply Brief dated 16 June 2008 
are herein repeated below in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed 20 January 201 1 . 

The Examiner has argued in section 2, pages 2 and 3, and section 10, pages 8 and 9, of the 
Examiner's Answer that since the audio parameters in Piosenka are being generated in the 
auxiliary device (PC), they therefore relate to the audio properties of the auxiliary device, as 
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recited in the independent claims. It is submitted that this is incorrect since it is entirely possible 
that a first device can generate parameters that relate to the audio properties of a second device 
and in no way relate to, or are used by, the first device. In Piosenka, there is no disclosure that 
the PC generated audio parameters relate to the audio properties of itself since mere generation 
is not relation. 

Claim 1 also recites that at least some of the audio parameters from the auxiliary device are 
loaded into the mobile device and using the parameters during operation of the mobile device 
when the auxiliary device is connected . The remaining independent claims have similar 
limitations. 

The Examiner has argued in section 3, page 2, and section 10, page 8, that this is disclosed by 
Col. 6, lines 43-47, of Piosenka. However, while loading of audio parameters is disclosed therein, 
nothing is there disclosed about using the parameters during operation of the mobile device when 
the auxiliary device is connected . 

Wong also fails to disclose the above-discussed claim limitations. There is no disclosure of an 
auxiliary device having audio parameters relating to the audio properties of the auxiliary device. 
Further, there is no disclosure of loading at least some of the audio parameters from the auxiliary 
device into the mobile device and using the parameters during operation of the mobile device 
when the auxiliary device is connected. Thus, combining Piosenka with Wong does not result in 
the claimed invention. 

It is respectfully submitted that all of the claims, as presented, are clearly novel and patentable 
over the prior art of record. Accordingly, the Board of Appeals is respectfully requested to 
favorably consider the rejected claims and to reverse the final rejections, thereby enabling this 
application to issue as a U.S. Letters Patent. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any fees associated with this 
communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 16-1350. 

Respectfully Submitted, 



Re^'IMo. 44,695 
Perman & Green, LLP 
425 Post Road 
Fairfield, CT 06824 
Telephone: (203) 259-1800 
Facsimile: (203) 255-5170 

Customer No. 2512 
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